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Beneath the trees, around the edge of the clump, is an oval earthwork consisting of a single ditch and bank (FIG. 2) , enclosing about I? hectares (3 acres). There are two gaps in this earthwork; one to the south-west, the other to the east. The gap facing east seems to be the only genuine entrance; to the south-west, although the bank is interrupted, the ditch is not. This earthwork represents a small, univallate hill fort; the defences are well-defined, and are most conspicuous on each side of the eastern entrance.
Iron Age occupation of the South Downs around Chanctonbury is known from several sites, notably the enormous hill fort of Cissbury, 3 km away (FIG. I) , dominating the view to the south. Limited excavation at Cissbury dated the occupation of the hill fort there from the fourth to the first centuries B.C.1 The site was used also during the Roman period; e.g. lynchet formation within the hill fort clearly derived from ploughing at this time.
Between Cissbury and Chanctonbury lie three Iron Age settlements; Park Brow, Findon Park, and Muntham Court (FIG. I) . At Park Brow, a field-system and trackway were found on a south-facing chalk spur; three separate settlements have been shown to exist on this spur, each one presumably exploiting the surrounding fields.2 The earliest settlement is dated to the Middle Bronze Age, the second to the early Iron Age, and the third to the later Iron Age and Roman period. At Findon Park, several pits and a few post holes were found.3 The pottery indicated occupation throughout most of the Iron Age, though the earliest Iron Age was poorly represented, and the site appeared to have been abandoned about a century before the Roman invasion. Finally, at Muntham Court, evidence of an extensive early Iron Age settlement was uncovered, including several rectangular six-post structures and 20 m of palisade with a single gap.4 Also found was a circular Romano-British structure, I I m in diameter, with a considerable number of bronze objects, which has led to the generally accepted association of this structure with ritual. Undiagnostic sherds could thus be ascribed to the vessels indicated by diagnostic sherds within each fabric category. Tables and pie charts (FIG. 12) is oxidized, while vessel 46 (FIG. 13) 
Fabric 3
Bipartite bowl with oblique finger-nail impressions on the rim, shoulder and base. In Feature IIo0 (FIG. 13) (FIG. 12) is a furrowed shoulder, while no. 36 (FIG. 13) The suggested sources for the pottery imply that in this respect the site was associated with the Weald rather than the Downs. Chanctonbury and other northerly sites on the South Downs are well positioned to exploit both Weald and Downland. The relatively small number of vessels estimated would favour a view that Chanctonbury was not permanently occupied/ utilized. It would be better explained as a link site which straddled both Weald and Downland economies. Further investigation, including analysis of pottery and pottery fabrics from other similarly placed sites, is required to illuminate this hypothesis.
